This article considers the different ways British history has been located and defined in the last forty years, highlighting in particular the shifting and porous nature of its borders. The article reflects on the disinclination of many contributors in this issue to adopt the label of 'British historian'. It points out that, despite the emergence of transnational history, those historians working in Australia on British sources continue to find themselves pulled between the national imperatives of multiple countries. But both transnational and national historical approaches might be seen as attempts to make sense of human lives and institutions made within systems that work by at once connecting and separating localities. The article concludes by arguing that historians working on British sources in Australia need to claim both labels of 'British' and 'Antipodean'. They need to situate themselves both within the supply chains of trade, labour and governance, family, expertise and belief that stretched across space, and within the various politics that sought to locate and contain them in different locations.
New Zealand and even the United States. 'British history', argued Pocock, lay in this 'British cultural star cluster', made up of plural and conflicting societies, 'in highly dispersed condition' and with its 'central giant' cooled and shrunken. 1 The new imperial history was taken up in the UK in the context of a contemporary politics that was wrestling with the place of race in multi-ethnic post-imperial Britain.
Writing against a view of the British past that separated 'national' from imperial history, and rejecting the dominance of the latter over the former, it argued that British history could not be written with attention to the British Isles alone. Rather, hierarchies of race, gender and class, fashioned across the globe, brought imperial rule deep into British domestic life and politics. Focusing on relationships, networks and circuits of power, scholars such as Antoinette Burton, Catherine Hall, Kathleen
Wilson and Mrinlini Sinha placed metropole and periphery within the same analytic field, and argued that the concept of the nation itself needed rethinking.
2 Now more than a decade later, James Vernon is writing in the context of a new consciousness about global capitalism and its marketised modes of governance as they are played out in a host of social, political and cultural arenas -from the university to austerity measures, from the environment to the digital economy. He sets himself against historiographies that (in the textbooks at least) contain neither 'any sustained account of Britain's economic history, let alone its global footprint' nor 'any organizing narrative or explanatory principle '. 3 Vernon is also writing against a popular narrative that continues to assert, and even celebrate, Britain's global past. Fixing the categories of 'Britain', 'colony' and 'nation' has been central to the project of national history since its beginnings, but it is manifestly a process that continues into the present, bolstered by the funding regimes and publishing criteria of As historians we are undoubtedly made by and in the world, yet for all its apparent borderlessness, it remains a world whose scholarly highways enable travel to some places and for some people much more than they do others. In this world we in the 'Antipodes' are relatively privileged. It is our particular connected history (as part of the English-speaking former British empire) that buys us good access to the international universities, overseas students, archives, journals and funding opportunities that are so crucial to the contemporary (neo)liberal intellectual order.
We are manifestly not free-floating agents, writing disembodied, into a flat and undifferentiated scholarly market that is characterised by so many equally competing 'global' universities. Rather, we are both conditioned and enabled by thick networks This latter task particularly, as so many of those who have been influenced by the transnational turn have argued, is central to understanding the neo-liberal context of our own intellectual production and the way it influences our work. It was no accident that Pocock spent so long in New Zealand (indeed he himself points to its significance in his work) 13 or that Catherine Hall worked in multi-ethnic Birmingham and was married to a pre-eminent cultural theorist, the Jamaican-born Stuart Hall. Neither is it a coincidence that James Vernon's account of the global formation of Britain is written from California in the mid-2010s when marketised policies are exerting new pressures upon social and political life on both sides of the Atlantic, including universities.
That Pocock's, Hall's and Vernon's porous approaches to British history should have emerged alongside national articulations with their more located, insular and granular concerns, is not surprising. Both transnational and national approaches, after all, might be seen as attempts to make sense of human lives and institutions made within systems that work by at once connecting and separating localities. As historians working on British sources in the Antipodes (or anywhere else for that matter) our task might be, then, to claim both labels of 'British' and 'Antipodean' and speak into both national historical conversations. It might be to situate ourselves within the supply chains of trade, labour and governance, family, expertise and belief that stretched across space, and within the particular politics of localisation that sought to locate and contain them in various contexts. These not only shaped the lives of our historical subjects, they also (if in a somewhat different guise) continue to shape our own.
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